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DETAILED ACTION 



1. This communication is responsive to an amendment filed 1 1/22/05. 

2. Claims 1-44 are pending in this application; and, claims 1,17 and 32 are 
independent claims. Claims 17 and 32 have been amended. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. From applicant's arguments it appears that by 
"displaying from the user's digital history store on the timeline associated with events, 
people, places and things relating to the time period of interests wherein each event, 
person, place and thing has a unique icon associated therewith" applicant meant: 
displaying the timeline with a plurality of unique icons wherein each of the plurality of 
unique icons are images from the group consisting of people, places and things relating 
to a time period of interests, so that the relationships between timeline/time period of 
interest and that of people, places and things are less likely to be interpreted as being 
indirectly related. Given the original interpretation, a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102 is 
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appropriate and given the second interpretation, a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is 
appropriate as disclosed below. 



Claim Rejections 

6. Claims 1 , 2, 5, 6 and 9-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by 
Moran et al. ("Moran") or, in the alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over 
Moran et al. ("Moran") in view of Wolff et al. ("Wolff'). 

Given the original interpretation that the timeline displayed is associated with 
events, people, places and things and wherein these events, people, places and things 
are related to the time period of interest and have a unique icon associated therewith, a 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102 is appropriate and given the second interpretation that 
the timeline is displayed with a plurality of unique icons wherein each of the plurality of 
unique icons are images from the group consisting of people, places and things relating 
to a time period of interests, a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) is appropriate. 

As per claim 1, Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's 
digital history store on a timeline, comprising selecting a time period of interest on the 
timeline (fig. 17; section [0232]; selection via indicator 1703) and displaying from the 
user's digital history store on the timeline associated with events, people, places and 
things relating to the time period of interests, wherein each event, person, place and 
thing has a unique icon associated therewith (figs. 11, 13, 14, 16 and 17; sections 
[01 13], [0198], [0201], [2020], [0204], [0047] and [0232]; displaying a timeline 



Application/Control Number: 10/032,309 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2174 

associated with events, people, places and things relating to the time period selected 
wherein the icon may be in the form of a thumbnail). 

In the alternative, although Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from 
a user's digital history store on a timeline, comprising selecting a time period of interest 
on the timeline (fig. 17; section [0232]; selection via indicator 1703) and displaying from 
the user's digital history store on the timeline associated with events, people, places 
and things relating to the time period of interests, wherein each event, person, place 
and thing has a unique icon associated therewith (figs. 11, 13, 14, 16 and 17; sections 
[0113], [0198], [0201], [2020], [0204], [0047] and [0232]; displaying a timeline 
associated with events, people, places and things relating to the time period selected 
wherein the icon may be in the form of a thumbnail), Moran does not explicitly disclose 
displaying the timeline with a plurality of unique icons wherein each of the plurality of 
unique icons are images from the group consisting of people, places and things relating 
to a time period of interests. Wolff teaches displaying the timeline with a plurality of 
unique icons wherein each of the plurality of unique icons are images from the group 
consisting of people, places and things relating to a time period of interests (fig. 1, 
element 102). Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the method of Wolff with the method of Moran in order to 
eliminate an additional navigational step and, therefore, save time. 

As per claim 2, Moran/the modified Moran teaches a method for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline, including displaying in a 
navigation region a root navigation region displaying icons for events, people, places 
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and things (Moran: figs. 13, 14, 16 and 17; sections [0198], [2020], [0204], [0047] and 
[0232]; root navigation regions such as 1400, 1601 and 1701) and in response to 
selecting one of the events, people, places and things icons in the root navigation 
region, displaying a cluster of one of events, people, places and things corresponding to 
the selection and relating to the time period of interest (Moran: fig. 16; section [0229]; 
upon selection of one of the icons in the root navigation region, the timeline interface is 
updated to show all event related to the selection). 

As per claim 5, Moran/the modified Moran teaches a method for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline, including in response to 
selecting one of the elements of the cluster, displaying a sub-cluster of elements of 
which the cluster is comprised, wherein the sub-cluster of elements relate to the time 
period of interest (Moran: fig. 16; section [0229]). 

As per claim 6, Moran/the modified Moran teaches a method for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline, wherein selecting in the 
navigating region includes displaying in a path display portion a currently navigated path 
by the user from root region to individual elements, including intervening selected 
clusters (Moran: section [0186]). 

As per claim 9, Moran/the modified Moran teaches a method for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline that includes inputting user 
preference information for pre-specified aspects of said displaying (Moran: sections 
[0204] and [0229]). 
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As per claim 10, Moran/the modified Moran teaches a method for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline, including in response to a user 
selection, displaying additional information about the displayed icons (Moran: fig. 16; 
section [0229]). 

As per claim 1 1 , Moran/the modified Moran teaches a method for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline, wherein the time period of 
interest is selected from one of a range of at least one hour, a range of at least one day, 
a range of at least one week, a range of at least one month and a range of at least one 
year (Moran: figs. 1 1 -1 4 and 1 6-20). 

As per claims 12 and 13, Moran/the modified Moran teaches a method for 
displaying elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline, wherein said 
selecting a time period of interest includes scoping to a time period of interest with a 
scoping mechanism and wherein the scoping mechanism is a scroll bar (Moran: figs. 
11-14 and 16-20). 

Claims 14-16 are individually similar in scope to claim 1 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

7. Claims 17, 18, 21 , 22, 24-33, 36, 37, 39 and 40-44 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Moran et al. ("Moran") in view of Wolff et al. ("Wolff'). 

As per claim 17, although Moran teaches a computer readable medium having 
stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for displaying elements from 
a user's digital history store on a timeline, the computer executable modules comprising 
a selecting mechanism for selecting a time period of interest on the timeline (fig. 17; 
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section [0232]; selection via indicator 1703) and a display mechanism that displays 
events, people, places and things relating to the time period of from the user's digital 
history store on the timeline store on the timeline (figs. 11, 13, 14, 16 and 17; sections 
[0113], [0198], [0201], [2020], [0204], [0047] and [0232]; displaying a timeline 
associated with events, people, places and things relating to the time period selected 
wherein the icon may be in the form of a thumbnail), Moran does not explicitly disclose 
displaying events, people, places and things directly relating to a time period of 
interests. Wolff teaches computer readable medium comprising displaying events, 
people, places and things directly relating to a time period of interests (fig. 1, element 
102). Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
incorporate the computer readable medium of Wolff with the computer readable medium 
of Moran in order to eliminate an additional navigational step and, therefore, save time. 

As per claim 18, the modified Moran teaches a computer readable medium 
having stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline including displaying in a 
navigation region a root navigation region displaying icons for events, people, places 
and things (Moran: figs. 13, 14, 16 and 17; sections [0198], [2020], [0204], [0047] and 
[0232]; root navigation regions such as 1400, 1601 and 1701) and in response to 
selecting one of the events, people, places and things icons in the root navigation 
region, displaying a cluster of one of events, people, places and things corresponding to 
the selection and relating to the time period of interest (Moran: fig. 16; section [0229]; 
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upon selection of one of the icons in the root navigation region, the timeline interface is 
updated to show all event related to the selection). 

As per claim 21 , the modified Moran teaches a computer readable medium 
having stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline including in response to 
selecting one of the elements of the cluster, displaying a sub-cluster of elements of 
which the cluster is comprised, wherein the sub-cluster of elements relate to the time 
period of interest (Moran: fig. 16; section [0229]). 

As per claim 22, the modified Moran teaches a computer readable medium 
having stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline wherein selecting in the 
navigating region includes displaying in a path display portion a currently navigated path 
by the user from root region to individual elements, including intervening selected 
clusters (Moran: section [0186]). 

As per claim 24, although the modified Moran teaches a computer readable 
medium having stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for 
displaying elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline that includes 
providing input for querying a database and in response to the input, filtering the 
elements displayed in the timeline (Moran: section [0128]), the modified Moran does not 
explicitly disclose inputting text to a query input portion. Official Notice is taken that 
inputting text to a query input portion to extract data is well known in the art. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include inputting 



Application/Control Number: 10/032,309 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2174 

text to a query input portion to extract data to the modified Moran's teaching of providing 
input for querying a database and in response to the input, filtering the elements 
displayed in order to provide users with an alternative or additional input means. 

As per claim 25, the modified Moran teaches a computer readable medium 
having stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline that includes inputting user 
preference information for pre-specified aspects of said displaying (Moran: sections 
[0204] and [0229]). 

As per claim 26, the modified Moran teaches a computer readable medium 
having stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline, including in response to a user 
selection, displaying additional information about the displayed icons (Moran: fig. 16; 
section [0229]). 

As per claim 27, the modified Moran teaches a computer readable medium 
having stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline wherein the time period of 
interest is selected from one of a range of at least one hour, a range of at least one day, 
a range of at least one week, a range of at least one month and a range of at least one 
year (Moran: figs. 11-14 and 16-20). 

As per claims 28 and 29, the modified Moran teaches a computer readable 
medium having stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for 
displaying elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline wherein said 
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selecting a time period of interest includes scoping to a time period of interest with a 
scoping mechanism and wherein the scoping mechanism is a scroll bar (Moran: figs. 
11-14 and 16-20). 

Claims 30-32 are individually similar in scope to claim 17 and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 33 is similar in scope to claim 18 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 36 is similar in scope to claim 21 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 37 is similar in scope to claim 22 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 39 is similar in scope to claim 24 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 40 is similar in scope to claim 25 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 41 is similar in scope to claim 26 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 42 is similar in scope to claim 27 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claims 43 and 44, in combination, are similar in scope to the combination of 
claims 28 and 29 and are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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8. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moran et aL ("Moran") in view of Sciammarella et al. ("Sciammarella"). 

As per claim 3, although Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a 
user's digital history store on a timeline, wherein said displaying includes placing 
emphasis on elements of the cluster based upon a relationship (sections [0202], [0235] 
and [0243]), Moran does not explicitly disclose the relationship being one of (1) recency 
of activity associated therewith, (2) frequency of activity associated therewith and (3) 
user preferences. Sciammarella teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's 
digital history store on a timeline, wherein said displaying includes placing emphasis on 
elements based upon recency of activity associated therewith (Abstract). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Sciammarella's teaching of placing emphasis on elements based upon recency of 
activity to Moran's teaching of placing emphasis on elements of the cluster based upon 
a relationship so that a temporal relationship among the elements would be clearly 
visible to a viewer. 

As per claim 4, the modified Moran teaches a method for displaying elements 
from a user's digital history store on a timeline, wherein said placing emphasis includes 
at least one of changing the size of the icon, changing a contrast associated with the 
icon and positioning the icon according to a direction of emphasis (Sciammarella: figs. 
1-3). 
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9. Claims 3 and 4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moran et aL ("Moran") in view of Wolff et al. ("Wolff) as applied to claim 1 , and further in 
view of Sciammarella et al. ("Sciammarella"). 

As per claim 3, although Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a 
user's digital history store on a timeline, wherein said displaying includes placing 
emphasis on elements of the cluster based upon a relationship (sections [0202], [0235] 
and [0243]), Moran does not explicitly disclose the relationship being one of (1) recency 
of activity associated therewith, (2) frequency of activity associated therewith and (3) 
user preferences. Sciammarella teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's 
digital history store on a timeline, wherein said displaying includes placing emphasis on 
elements based upon recency of activity associated therewith (Abstract). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Sciammarella's teaching of placing emphasis on elements based upon recency of 
activity to Moran's teaching of placing emphasis on elements of the cluster based upon 
a relationship so that a temporal relationship among the elements would be clearly 
visible to a viewer. 

As per claim 4, the modified Moran teaches a method for displaying elements 
from a user's digital history store on a timeline, wherein said placing emphasis includes 
at least one of changing the size of the icon, changing a contrast associated with the 
icon and positioning the icon according to a direction of emphasis (Sciammarella: figs. 
1-3). 
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10. Claims 19, 20, 34 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over 
Moran et al. ("Moran") in view of Wolff et al. ("Wolff') as applied to claims 18 and 33, 
and further in view of in view of Sciammarella et al. ("Sciammarella"). 

As per claim 19, although the modified Moran teaches a computer readable 
medium having stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for 
displaying elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline wherein said 
displaying includes placing emphasis on elements of the cluster based upon a 
relationship (Moran: sections [0202], [0235] and [0243]), the modified Moran does not 
explicitly disclose the relationship being one of (1 ) recency of activity associated 
therewith, (2) frequency of activity associated therewith and (3) user preferences. 
Sciammarella teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's digital history 
store on a timeline, wherein said displaying includes placing emphasis on elements 
based upon recency of activity associated therewith (Abstract). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Sciammarella's 
teaching of placing emphasis on elements based upon recency of activity to the 
modified Moran's teaching of placing emphasis on elements of the cluster based upon a 
relationship so that a temporal relationship among the elements would be clearly visible 
to a viewer. 

As per claim 20, the modified Moran teaches a computer readable medium 
having stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for displaying 
elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline wherein said placing emphasis 
includes at least one of changing the size of the icon, changing a contrast associated 
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with the icon and positioning the icon according to a direction of emphasis 
(Sciammarella: figs. 1-3). 

Claim 34 is similar in scope to claim 19 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 35 is similar in scope to claim 20 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

11. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moran et 
al. ("Moran") in view of Fernandes. 

As per claim 7, although Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a 
user's digital history store on a timeline that includes a drag-and-drop operation, i.e. 
dragging an element from one region to another, and filtering elements displayed in the 
timeline according to user selection (figs. 11, 13, 14 and 16-20; section [0047]), Moran 
does not explicitly disclose dragging an element from the navigation region to a filter 
region to filter the elements displayed in the timeline according to the dragged element. 
Fernandes teaches a method for displaying elements from a user's digital history store 
on a timeline, including dragging an element to a filter region to filter the elements 
displayed in the timeline according to the dragged element (fig. 3; col. 12, lines 7-12). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
include Fernandes' teaching of dragging an element to a filter region to filter the 
elements displayed in the timeline according to the dragged element to Moran's 
teaching of dragging an element from one region to another and filtering elements 
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displayed in the timeline according to user selection in order to provide users with an 
implementation preference. 

12. Claims 23 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Moran et 
al. ("Moran") in view of Wolff et al. ("Wolff') as applied to claims 18 and 33, and further 
in view of in view of Fernandes. 

As per claim 23, although the modified Moran teaches a computer readable 
medium having stored thereon a plurality of computer-executable modules for 
displaying elements from a user's digital history store on a timeline that includes a drag- 
and-drop operation, i.e. dragging an element from one region to another, and filtering 
elements displayed in the timeline according to user selection (figs. 11, 13, 14 and 16- 
20; section [0047]), the modified Moran does not explicitly disclose dragging an element 
from the navigation region to a filter region to filter the elements displayed in the timeline 
according to the dragged element. Fernandes teaches a method for displaying elements 
from a user's digital history store on a timeline, including dragging an element to a filter 
region to filter the elements displayed in the timeline according to the dragged element 
(fig. 3; col. 12, lines 7-12). Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the 
time of the invention to include Fernandes' teaching of dragging an element to a filter 
region to filter the elements displayed in the timeline according to the dragged element 
to the modified Moran's teaching of dragging an element from one region to another and 
filtering elements displayed in the timeline according to user selection in order to 
provide users with an implementation preference. 



Application/Control Number: 10/032,309 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2174 

Claim 38 is similar in scope to claim 23 and is therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

13. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Moran et 
al. ("Moran"). 

As per claim 8, although Moran teaches a method for displaying elements from a 
user's digital history store on a timeline that includes providing input for querying a 
database and in response to the input, filtering the elements displayed in the timeline 
(section [0128]), Moran does not explicitly disclose inputting text to a query input 
portion. Official Notice is taken that inputting text to a query input portion to extract data 
is well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time 
of the invention to include inputting text to a query input portion to extract data to 
Moran's teaching of providing input for querying a database and in response to the 
input, filtering the elements displayed in order to provide users with an alternative or 
additional input means. 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/22/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argued the following: 

Moran's elements of figs. 11-13 clearly do not each have a unique icon. 
Moreover, the elements of fig. 14 are not on a timeline. 
The examiner disagrees for the following reasons: 
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Elements on the timeline of figs. 11 and 13 are associated with people, places, 
events and things (fig. 14) such that clicking on these elements allow users to view 
people, places, events and things (sections [0047], [0141], [0198] and [0232], 
meeting/event] section [0204], figs. 13 and 14, people such as Betty, Adam, Charlie] 
section [01 13], fig. 14, places such as virtual meeting places/chat rooms] and, section 
[0201]; fig. 13; things such as computers 1404 and 1405) as claimed in claims 1,17 and 
32. Furthermore, the icons are unique to their given category of people, places, events 
and things. 



Conclusion 

1 5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Chiu et al. (US 6,452,615 B1) teach a system and apparatus for notetaking with 
digital video and ink. 

Hatori et al. (US 5,977,974) teach an information processing apparatus and 
method. 

Shiraishi et al. (US 6,661,438 B1) teach a display apparatus and portable 
information processing apparatus. 

Seaman et al. (US 5,414,644) teach a chronological timeline is used to control 
the order in which the images are displayed, i.e. the images are displayed in sequential 
order using the time-based number. 
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Inquires 



16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Examiner Le Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4068. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 7:00 am to 
3:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached on (703) 308-0640. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



LVN 

Patent Examiner 
Janurary 29, 2006 
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